
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1008 February 28, 2012 
the risk to the marine environment to 
near zero and access oil that’s 6 miles 
offshore. We ought to be looking at 
those things. 
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There is one other thing, and I think 
I will wrap with this so that my Repub-
lican colleagues, if they need a little 
time to get here for their next hour, 
have fair warning. 

Natural gas, it’s an extraordinary 
asset for America. Natural gas is read-
ily available. We’re producing more 
natural gas in America now than ever 
before, and we’re discovering that we 
can get even more. We’re looking at an 
extraordinary asset. This is an Amer-
ican asset. It is a strategic asset. It is 
leading to the creation of jobs in Amer-
ica right now. 

In my own district that I share with 
Representative GEORGE MILLER, in 
Pittsburg and on the Antioch city 
boundary line, we’re seeing Dow Chem-
ical coming home, bringing jobs back 
to America, investing large sums of 
money—millions and millions of dol-
lars—in that facility because of the low 
price on natural gas. All across this 
winter in every part of America we’ve 
seen homeowners’ heating bills, not 
soar, but actually decline. Yes, it has 
been a warm winter, but the price of 
natural gas for heating in the North 
Atlantic States, in the New England 
States, across the Midwest, and even in 
California is at an all-time low. The 
average last year was $4.30 when, just 5 
years before, it was in the $10 to $12 
range. 

So we’re seeing an incredible oppor-
tunity for America. Energy is the foun-
dation of our economy. When you have 
a ready supply in abundance, you 
ought to recognize that as a strategic 
asset. Yet in committee after com-
mittee, in my own Natural Resources 
Committee, I’ve seen my Republican 
colleagues put forth bills that would 
export natural gas, that would take 
this strategic asset and send it over-
seas because the energy companies can 
get a higher price overseas. They don’t 
need a higher price. They’re doing 
quite well, thank you. What we need is 
a reliable, low-cost energy source in 
America. 

Do not allow—do not allow—by legis-
lation or by executive order the export 
of natural gas from the United States. 
There is a little bit that now goes to 
Canada or to Mexico under the NAFTA 
agreements, all of that in pipeline; but 
just this last week, one of the big Wall 
Street hedge funds decided to invest $2 
billion in a Texas scheme to build a liq-
uefied natural gas export facility. Well, 
I suppose it’s nice to build it; but by 
golly, that’s America’s strategic asset 
that’s going to be sent overseas. 

Be aware of what’s happening here. If 
you send that gas overseas in any large 
quantity, you’re going to drive up the 
price of natural gas in America. So 
American farmers are going to pay 
more for their fertilizers, and we’re 
going to see home-heating prices 

throughout the Nation rise as those ex-
ports of this strategic asset rise. We’re 
going to see that Dow Chemical is 
going to make a different decision 
about whether to come back to Amer-
ica to take advantage of the low cost of 
natural gas or whether it’s going to 
say, okay, America is so screwed up in 
that it’s taking one of its most basic 
strategic assets and selling it for the 
highest price. 

I think back on the story of Esau, in 
the Bible, when he sold out his birth-
right for a bowl of porridge. We ought 
not do this. We need an energy supply 
in America that we do have available 
to us. 

So, with that, if my Republican col-
leagues are anywhere nearby, they can 
claim their hour. 

We’ve gone through some very, very 
important things here—the Make It in 
America agenda and 36 Democratic 
bills that would build our economy, 
that would cause us to come back and 
rebuild our great manufacturing sec-
tor. It will happen. It’s government 
policies that over the last 25 years have 
caused the American manufacturing 
base to erode, policies such as tax 
breaks for American companies that 
would send their jobs offshore. We 
stopped nearly all of that before the 
Democrats lost power here in Congress. 

So we ask our Republicans to work 
with us in putting into law these 36 
bills that will cause us to rebuild the 
American middle class, to reignite the 
American Dream and to give the mid-
dle class the opportunity to engage in 
manufacturing. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 
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PROCEDURES IMPLEMENTING SEC-
TION 1022 OF NATIONAL DE-
FENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 2012—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 112– 
91) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Armed Services 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Attached is the text of a Presidential 

Policy Directive establishing proce-
dures to implement section 1022 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112–81) 
(the ‘‘Act’’), which I hereby submit to 
the Congress, as required under section 
1022(c)(1) of the Act. The Directive also 
includes a written certification that it 
is in the national security interests of 
the United States to waive the require-
ments of section 1022(a)(1) of the Act 
with respect to certain categories of in-
dividuals, which I hereby submit to the 
Congress in accordance with section 
1022(a)(4) of the Act. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 28, 2012. 

BORDER SECURITY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

I am here tonight to talk about one 
of the issues that is of extreme signifi-
cance. In fact, in every town hall meet-
ing I’ve ever held, one of the first ques-
tions that’s asked, if not the first ques-
tion, is about illegal entry into this 
country and is about, specifically, bor-
der security. 

So in talking about what the issue is 
before us, this is a map of the United 
States that is divided into the Border 
Patrol sectors, the areas that the Bor-
der Patrol has. As you will see, if you 
can, from the numbers, there is a vast 
difference in the numbers of people 
coming illegally into this country 
based on the sectors. 

If you go to the sector of the State of 
Maine, the last time we had verifiable 
figures, the last time we had complete 
figures from the Border Patrol and 
from the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, only 56 illegals were appre-
hended trying to get into Maine, which 
has to tell you that there are not a 
whole lot of people from Nova Scotia 
who are trying to come over here and 
take hockey jobs. In fact, I have to 
think they probably looked at them as 
tourists. 

But if you look down here in the area 
in blue, the Tucson, Arizona, sector, 
which is only part of Arizona—it’s not 
the entire State of Arizona—in the last 
2 years for which we have complete 
data, 51 percent, or a quarter of a mil-
lion people, came through Arizona. In 
fact, 51 percent of all of the people who 
illegally came into the United States 
and who were apprehended came 
through the Tucson, Arizona, sector 
and were apprehended in the Tucson, 
Arizona, sector. This has to bring 
about the simple question of why. 

Why is this part of Arizona the obvi-
ous entrance of choice of those trying 
to get into this country illegally? I 
really think the answer lies in the next 
chart. 

This is the borderland along our 
southern border. The black line is 100 
miles from the border, which is, by def-
inition, both by statute and judicial de-
cision, the legal jurisdiction of our 
Border Patrol. The area in red is the 
area that is owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment in those areas. You’ll see that 
that specific area of Arizona—almost 80 
percent of that—is owned by the Fed-
eral Government. That’s almost 21 mil-
lion acres of land owned by the Federal 
Government, which is in sharp contrast 
to, say, the Texas border and especially 
the northern border. Of that roughly 21 
million acres, an area the size of the 
States of Connecticut and Delaware 
combined is wilderness area, and that 
doesn’t include also areas that are en-
dangered species habitats. 
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